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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments (10/9/08 Remarks: page 5, line 5 - 
page 6, line 11) with respect to the rejection of claim 35 under 
35 USC §101 and the rejection of claims 29-35 under 35 USC §112 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the 
rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground (s) of rejection is made in view of 
35 USC §112. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 32-34, 37, & 39-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

The phrase "the set of colorants" (claim 37, line 1) is 
unclear as to which set of colorants (of the ones recited in 
parent claim 35) is its referent. 

The phrases "said first colorant space" (claim 32, lines 1- 
2; claim 33, lines 1-2; claim 34, line 2), "the first colorant 
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space" (claim 39, lines 1-2; claim 40, lines 1-2; claim 41, line 
2), "said second colorant space" (claim 32, line 2; claim 33, 
lines 2-3; claim 34, line 3), "the second colorant space" (claim 
39, line 2; claim 40, line 2; claim 41, line 3) lack proper 
antecedent basis. They are apparently intended to reference the 
recited "first device dependent colorant space" and "second 
device dependent colorant space". 

Claim Objections 

4. Claims 31 & 38 are objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as 
being of improper dependent form for failing to further limit 
the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required 
to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the 
claim (s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim (s) in 
independent form. 

Claims 31 and 38 recite only that the claimed method is 
"user interactive". Parent claims 28 & 35 already include a step 
that requires user interaction. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 28-30 & 35-36 are allowed. 

6. Claims 31 & 38 are objected to as failing to further limit 
their respective parent claims, but would be allowable if 
rewritten to overcome this objection. 
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7. Claims 32-34, 37, & 39-41 would be allowable if rewritten 
or amended to overcome the rejection (s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd 
paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 

As noted above, Applicant's arguments (10/9/08 Remarks: 
page 5, line 5 - page 6, line 11) with respect to previously 
outstanding rejections (rejection of claim 35 under 35 USC §101 
and rejection of claims 29-35 under 35 USC §112) have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. 

Particularly re claims 28 & 35 (and dependent claims 29-34 
& 36-41), the art of record does not teach or suggest the 
recited transformation and transformation adjustment in 
conjunction with the recited method for determining a 
transformation of colorant values from a first to a second 
colorant space such that the transformation result is modified 
so as to retain at leas a psychovisual or psychophysical 
quantity. 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 
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Any inquiry relating to the status of this application, 

entry of papers into this application, or other any inquiries of 

a general nature concerning application processing should be 

directed to the Tech Center 2600 Customer Service center at 571- 

272-2600 or to the USPTO Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 571- 

272-1000 . 

The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 8:00-5:30, 
alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300. 

Hand-carried correspondence may be delivered to the 
Customer Service Window, located at the Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314. 

/Stephen M Brinich/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



